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The following is a brief outline of the conversation which 
took place between Ambassador Harriman, Ambassador Pushkin and 
Mr, Malcolm MacDonald at a private dinner given by the -latter at 
the Beau Rivage Hotels 

Early in the evening Harriman noted that in his recent inter- 
view with Drew Pearson as reported by Pravda, Khrushchev had made 
a remark to the effect that the Soviets would not seek to export 
"revolution” if we would refrain from exporting counter-revolutions, 

Pushkin commented that this statement was not particularly new since 
it had appeared in somewhat similar form in both the November 
Declaration of the Communist Parties and the recently published 
Communist Party program to be submitted for the approval of the 
Party Congress next month, 

Harriman informed Pushkin that he would soon be leaving for 
a meeting with Souvanna in the Far East, possibly at Rangoon, 

Pushkin indicated little interest and asked only when Harriman 
was leaving. The latter said that he hoped to clear up misunder- 
standings which still existed between us and Souvanna and that we 
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would support him once he had eliminated some of the doubts and un- 
certainties which we still had regarding his present attitude and 
his future intentions. Harrlman added that Souvanna had made a bad 
mistake in not visiting Washington in June, and that this had created 
a bad impression in the United States; all the more so since the 
Prince had been in Moscow and Peking twice and in Hanoi a dozen 
times. Pushkin said that the Prince had fully intended to fly to the 
United States but that at the last moment he had received an "un- 
fortunate" telegram from Secretary Rusk stating that the latter would 
not be in Washington on the day Souvanna had suggested for their con- 
versation. This, said Pushkin, had irritated and offended Souvanna 
and so he had decided to omit the trip entirely. Harrlman pointed 
out that one could hardly expect the Secretary of State to be avail- 
able at any given moment that Souvanna desired, and that the 
Secretary’s telegram had indicated he would be quite willing to see 
the Prince on some other day. Pushkin shrugged and said he felt the 
telegram had been unfortunate but that at all events, that was a 
matter between us and Souvanna. Harrlman indicated that during 
his upcoming talk with Souvanna he hoped to prevail upon the Prince 
to facilitate the early formation of a National Unity Government. 

Harrlman said that he would be Interested to hear whether 
Pushkin regarded Souvanna as a genuine neutral. Pushkin was emphatic 
in describing the Prince a 3 a real neutral. Harrlman expressed some 
doubt 3 on that score and then MacDonald asked whether Pushkin also 
considered Qulnlm to be a neutral. Pushkin several times repeated 
that we could be quite sure that Quinim was thoroughly neutral. 
Harrlman and MacDonald voiced misgivings. 

Harrlman then said that we were profoundly desirous of a 
genuinely neutral Laos but that we were not certain that the Commu- 
nists shared this viewpoint. Pushkin again gave assurances that 
the Soviets, too, wanted a neutral Laos. Harrlman then remarked 
that, "speaking concretely" Khrushchev said to President Kennedy 
in Vienna that a neutral Laos should be similar to Burma and Cambodia. 
Pushkin immediately objected, pointing out that there was no Pathet 
Lao in either Burma or Cambodia. (Comment: MacDonald later sug- 
gested that at this point the'^Soviet Ambassador had intended to imply 
that Laos was different from the other countries, not only in having 
the Pathet Lao but the three Princes and rival factions as well.) 
Pushkin added that there were various types of neutrals but he re- 
frained from giving a specific example of Just what country a future 
Laos would resemble. Several times he Insisted that we should not 
confuse Internal Laotian affairs with Laos foreign policy, stating 
that we should let the Laotians decide their domestic affairs them- 
selves. 
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Harriman and MacDonald brought up the question of the 
unification of Laotian armed forces, stating that we were not 
at all sure the the Pathet Lao were prepared to be fused with 
the other Laotian troops into a s ingle national army until after 
elections and that Phoumi Vongvichit had so inferred in Conference, 
Pushkin gave categorical assurances that both the Communists and . 
the Pathet Lao were quite ready to have such a unification take 
place, under the new Souvanna Government, and he claimed that 
they had made this clear already. 

On the subject of the possible composition of the Souvanna 
Government, Harriman remarked that we were quite ready to accept 
the 4,-8 -Ij. formula, Pushkin complained that Phoumi insisted that 
some of the eight should come from Vientiane, Harriman replied 
that we wanted competent neutrals chosen not just from the few 
that had fled north with Souvanna, Pushkin expressed considerable 
distaste for the Vientiane politicians, although he admitted that 
there were some Souvanna neutralists there 0 

Everyone agreed that it would be desirable to have the new 
National Unity Government formed as soon as possible, and 
Ambassador Harriman again remarked that he would urge Souvanna 
to act quickly in this respect. He also suggested that while 
we could urge Phoumi to cooperate, the Soviets should do the 
same with Souphannouvong, There wo?;* also general comments that 
the Laotians were not a particularly f ast-moving people, and 
Pushkin remarked with considerable relish that there was a Laotian 
proverb to the effect that if one is seized with the urge to work, 
one should not act immediately for the urge will pass, Pushkin 
recounted with considerable amusement that at one point during 
the Conference he had been very impressed by our claims regarding 
extensive Pathet Lao military attack on Ban Pa Dong and had then 
subsequently discovered from his own sources that the total result 
of such activity had been two dead and five wounded. Harriman re- 
joined that it was the heavy artillery fire - ammunition supplied 
by Russians - that had forced the withdrawal, 

Harriman also took occasion to read off to Pushkin the brief 
passage in Sulzberger 3 s interview with Khrushchev touching on Laos, 
including Sulzberger 3 3 statement that Khrushchev had implied 
acceptance of our complaint regarding Soviet failure to appreciate 
the Merican change of policy in Laos, Pushkin listened attentively 
and replied only that he thought the Soviet delegation had been 
carrying out the views expressed by Khrushchev in the interview. 
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The subject of future procedure came up rather late in 
the evening. Harrlman stated that he knew MacDonald and 
Pushkin had been discussing this question and had reached 
agreement. This point covered by telegram to Department. 


In discussing future work, Harriman suggested we might 
come to agreement on the role of the Co<=Chairmen as some pro® 
gress had already been made. Pushkin, however, expressed the 
view the Chairmen had been so successful at the Geneva Confer® 
ence they should have broad authority to supervise Lao neutrality 
and the work of the Commission. His statements did not sound 
encouraging and Harriman suggested afterwards to MacDonald he 
should personally thrash this subject out with Pushkin, before 
taking it to a larger group. 


Ostensibly, at least, there was no disagreement over the 
need for reaching an agreement at Geneva, and of staying on 
until such time as an agreement had been reached. The evening 
ended at approximately 11 :30, after over three hours of conversa- 
tion. Following Pushkin's departure MacDonald remarked that he 
felt the evening had been a most useful one, especially in af- 
fording an opportunity to Ambassador Harriman to tell Pushkin 
of his future visit to Souvanna, and in obtaining the Soviet 
Ambassador’s views on future conference procedures. Harriman 
agreed that the evening had been useful, but he did not like 
Pushkinas attitude on neutrality or Co<=Chairman. 
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